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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT GO TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF (QR GANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION 
APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIB- 
UNAL DATED 15 MARCH 1946 


SUBMISSION OF AFFIDAVITS BY THE DH'ENSE PURSUANT 
TO THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL DATED 5 JULY 1946 


COMMISSIONER: 


Colonel A M S Neave / lo, 7 


POLITICAL LEADERS 

COLONEL NEAVE: I understand your position is that you 
have twenty-three affidavits which you wish to submit regard- 
ing the function of the lower office holders in the corps of 
political leaders. 

DR. NATH: Only block and zellenleiters, 

COLONEL NEAVE: In order to make the record clear 
will you begin by reading the first four paragraphs cf your 
summary, which begins with: "They only concern" and goes 
on to "ortsgruppenleiters and kreisleiters, rempectively." 
Do you see that? 

DR. NATH: Yes, I do. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Will you ask him toread that enà- C 
make the record cleargt? 

DR. NATH: I shall submit twenty-three affidavits, 
"They only concern themselves with the lowest office 
holderswithin the corps of political leaders, that is with 
the block and zellenleiters. I should like to say that 
the affidavits which have been received by the defense. 
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come from the territories from Southern Germany, Western 
Germany and Northern Germany, Two affidavits refer to 
Berlin, one t Dresden and Saxony and one to Thuringia. 
Within these territories the e are other affidavits from 
different cities, including two smaller towns in 
and e I shall submit two affidavits concerning 
block and zellenleiters that have bem given by œ tsgruppen- 
leiters and a weisleiter, respectively." 

COLONEL NEAVE: Now the first affidavit men- 
tioned in your list you want to be fully translated, is 
that right? 

DR. NATH: Yes, if I may. 

COLONEL NEAVE: For the benefit of the Prosecution 
I wonder if you would tell us very sha tly ct the contents 
of the affidavit a" what it is you intend to prove by it? 

DR. NATH: The affidavit is supposed to show 
the position and the functions that were carried out by 
the block and zellenlsiters and talks about these in detail 
and shows further that the block and zellenleiters were 
usually civil servants of the lower and medium xrzxmsr grades, 
They either were xmałł teachers œ small business people but 
there were also some who were in higher social positions, 
The affidavit is supposed to show that the block and zellan- 
leiters had nothing to do with politics, that is, with the _ 


carrying out of politics, o with giving political ins tructions, 


chart n 
The organization/of the party was not known to the witness, 7^ 
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who, himself, was a blockleiter before May, 1946, when 

he saw it for the first time. ‘he organization group was 
unknown to the blockleiter, The blockleiter did not by 
any means want to make themselves laughed about by carry- 
ing out short sighted propoganda and trying to spy on the 
people or by carrying out spying service over the people 
and inform against them. It was impossible for one of 
these officers toretire from his office without a very 
good reason, For example, it was not possible for him to 
retire from his office by saying for example that he was 
against aiding the Jewish murders. ‘hat would have been 
considered an affront to the party and he wuld have been 
excluded from it. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Dre Nath, do you want to have 
any other affidavits translated on this subject? 

DR. NATH: Yes, Document No, 6. 

COLONEL NEAVE: This is p etty comprehensive, 
isn't it? 

DR. NATH: The first one, yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: And this covers all of the 
points your witnesses have already testified to before 
the Commission? 

DR. NATH: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: I feel that if you have this 

= 


vo 


fully translated it will tell theg/e verything that can 


^ 
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possibly wish to know. What is the special point of No. 6, 

for example? "hat is there in it? 

DR. NATH: Affidavit No. 1 was given by a 
blockleiter who became such during the war and ho, 6 is 
given by aklockleiter who held his office from 1925 to 1938, 
and for this reason alone there mx is a slight difference 
Xxxkm in the functions, 

_ COLONEL NEAVE: I see, Well now, we have some 
other affidavits to consider before we get to No, 6, which 
will be summarized, so let's decide on No, 6 when we come to 
ite Now, has the Prosecution any comments on this? It is 
a very full and comm ehensive Mio" o the blockleiters 
and repeats mos t of the main questions w eviously bro ught 
up befare the Commission, bunt We have the agreement that 
in certain cases we will fully translate tle se affidavits, 
and they will be circula ted to the Tribunal and to the 
Prosecution, iin Cheah te de you want to object to it on 
the grounds of its relevancy, and secondly, whether AM 
object to it's being fully iotisih bed." 

MR. BARRINGTON: I don't think there is any 
ob jection on the ground of rele vancy, and so far as it's 
being translated in full is concerned, I think it is mare 

the que stion is whether it 
or l ss cumulative and/ought to be transla ted in full. 
COLONEL NEAVE: I think the puxkxyusix question 


of cumulative evidence has been decided so far as we are 
ovs Kon v R > 


concerned, We are supposed to give the defense an opportun- y 


| 





Com A 


mm ee LU 


1400 - 1530 

16 July 1946 

Affidavits 

ity to cover as wide and representative a field of evidence 
as possible, providing we avoid actual repetition,hewe, Un- 
less it is a repetition of actual facts we can allow them 
to give evidence from different parts of Germany who state 
more or less the same thing ,with-regard—to—the—evidence. So 
in this case we 2 &allowjwg a full translation of this 
affidavit which relates to most of Germany, out M are only 
reading into the record extracts from the evidence and in 
this respect I think we can disregard what would be other- 


wise cumulative evidence. So, if you have no ob jection 


ty 22 
we will admit this affidavit/fully translated. That is 


my interpretation of te cumulative evidence so far as these 
affidavits are concerned and we have adopted bus the 
course of these tearingse Obviously, there are cases where 
actual repetition € facts occur which is quite different. 
MR. BARRINGTON: I don't have any objection 
at all. 
COLONEL NEAVE: Now, i think we can go ahead 
and admit this affidavit as "Corps of Political “eaders 
No, 1", am Mii youarrange with Dr. Link 294 to follow 
on with the next document number in sequence, as l under- 
stand Dr. Link$229- will present beu you will 
follow n as uve à so far as sequence of them all is con- 


cerned? 


DR. NATH: Yes. 
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COLONEL NEAVE: Now, No, 2. 

DR. NATH: Affidavit No. 2 was given by a 
Chief Criminal Secretary, retired, KasparVolk from Munich. 
He was a zellenleiter from the 15th of March 1938 to 1945, 
The witness depicts that his application for merbership 
inthe party was refused at frix first for the reason that 
he was paixtaakk politically unreliable, but in spite of 
this he was later appointed zellenleiter, On taking over 
office hevas told that he would have nothing to d&mwkkk 
do with political matters but would only have to collect 
end see that the dues of the mrty were properly handed in, 


He continues to say the s ame thing is true of the block- 


and 
leiters/of the zellenleiters and that they were under similar 


circumstanees forced mare or less to take over this office, 

I had the same impression also of the other block and zellen- 

leiters, of whom tvo -thirds were mostly smaller civil x&rxamnkx 

service employees and other employees. A refusal to take 

over this office wuld have meant that a disciplinary action 

would have been takenagainst them, and officials or civil 

servants of a family could not afford to have this happen. 
COLONEL NEAVE: He says "would have meant", 

does he say here that that ever actually happened; that 

they ever had actually to go before a disciplinary court? 
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Here is the question I want to know, Dr. "ath: “oes this 


we F wtur 
affidavit give any ax evidence weee people ge^before dis- 


ciplinary courts fa punishment? 

DR, NATH: No, this witness only states his 
opinion, He says that a disciplinary action threatened him, 
he doesn t say any more than that. 

COLONEL NEAVE: In other words, it might have 
happened? 

DR. NATH: Yes. 

. COLONEL NEAVE: That is what we want to know 
anyw&y. I don't think thee is anything else in this 
effidavit we want to read. 

RGERXEKXXEXXXEX DR. NATH: Yes, 

COLONEL NEAVE: What is that? Wait a minute, 
Dr. Nath, do you think there is anything else, does it show 
the definition of “hoheitstager"? 

DR. NATH: No, I 4em-tbelieve that the defin- 
ition is included in affidavit No, l. 

COLONEL NEAVE: It does say some thing like that. 
You are surely going to have to submit anaffidavit which 
covers in considerable detail a witness' views of what 
is meant by Hoheitstager and the people who were designated 
as euch. Youare going to have—te have that? 
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DR. NATH: No, considering this point it isn't neces- 
sary. I should only like to point out that the witness says 
it is wrong to say that block and zellenleiters had police and 
exedutive powers towards the population. 


COLONEL NEAVE: I don't see my objection to 


your reading on page four, beginning with the word "hoheitstager" 


on page 5, but I don't think you need read any more because 
certainly other witnesses are going to say this in detail, 
so € 1l you read those two sentences? 

DR. NATH: The witness says ‘nly an or tsgruppen- 
leiter can be termed as the lowest hoheitstager functionary 
and he also was considered by the population as a hoheitstager. 
It is claimed that block and zellenleiters had police and 
executive powers over the population, which likewise is incor- 
rect." 

COLONEL NEAVE: Have you any comments on that? 

MR. BARRINGTON: No, 

COLONEL NEAVE: This affidavit will be admitted 
as corps of political leaders No, 2, and the summary is now 
in the record. 

DR. NATH: The next witmss covers a job of 
employment by profession of a blockleiter in Nurnberg for 

under No, 2 
eight years, and this affidavit shw s/a summary of the 
position of the blockleiters to the counts of the indict- 


ment of crimes against peace and law and war and humanity. 


The witness declared that the blockleiters had nothing 
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to do with these crimes and had no hand in theme 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think that is all we need on 

this one, There is nothing more in it. That then w 11 
kmxmmex become "Corps Political Leaders No, 3", Wait a 
minute before we have this translated. I don't see that it 
is necessary to read the whole paragraph in regard to 
espoinage. I shoul have thought the next paragraph with 
regard to the inhabitants who were affected by the duties 
of the blockleiters was much more impar tant. “hat is as 

to the inhabitants of the block. I think we have dealt 
with this espoliiape question and you can have the preliminary 
statement that you read out in regard to the position of 
the blockleiters, That may stay in the record, but the 
German Court Repar ter will please stri out the paragraph 


with reference to the—Cermare spdfinage, b ecause i don't think 


we need have that in. Strile out the whole |- oun M 
we don't want particularly to bring khta that to the atten- 
tion d' the Tribunal, but I am interested in the freference 
to the inhabitants of the blocks. 

DR. NATH: Yes; 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think to make the thing easier 
you had better read out the preliminary part regarding the 
position of this blockleiter. 
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DR. NATH: Affidavit No. 4 was given by a 
blockleiter from a small country town with 2,000 inhabitants 
in Franconiae ‘he name of the tom is Hil pelts tes 
and the witness was a dairy##@meister by profession and was 
a blockleiter for almost ten years, from November 19355 until 
1945, and formerly the witness had been an adherent of the 
democratic party in Germany and a member of the free trade 
union??? and he depicts at first for what reason he did 
not enter the Nati onal Socialist party and then designates 
his duties as blockleiters as follows: VYollecting the dues. 
INTERPRETER: Counsel did not read the next part. 
COLONEL NEAVE: I think it is qmite unnecessary, 
I think we have got quite enough by way of introduction to 
the affidavit with that. Nowthen the next part is stricken 
out of the Germanrecorde That is the paragraph withr efer- 


ence to espoinage activities which we have already had, and 


the following mragraph here is of some interest in showing 
) 


the numbers of persons involved in the blocks, theyfunctionj 
and I think we should have that read. 

DR. NATH: Shall Iread the paragraph beginning 
with the top of page 7? 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think you can go as far as 
the top of page 7 and not gby b eyond that. 
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DR. NATE: Concerning the population files the 
witness says that about fifty to sixty householders comprise 
ing about 150 to 200 persons belonged to one block, fæ which 
he had to keep the population file. I quote: "The population 
files œ inhabitant files contained names, personal information, 
information concerning professions, addresses, information 
concerning party membership, its facilities, orgmizations 
or associations, but i should like t emphasize expressly | 
that no repa ts or notes whatsoever were contained in the 
population files concerning political &attf£tudes or other 
information or estimates that would have been of value in 
this respect. I kept my file s openly, that is, any one 
could look into ite “or example, if additions have to be 
made to the files I took along the file page tothe house 
hold concerned and made my entries befa e every one's eyes," 

COLONEL NEAVE: ANy objection to that? 

MR. BARRINGTON: No objecti on, 

COLONEL NEAVE: That seems to be the main 


Shen t^) 
point that wejhave on the record. 


MR. BARRINGTON: Agreed, 
COLONEL NEAVE: Is the Court Reporter getting 
the names of these witnesses? 


INTERPRETER: I amwriting them dom for her, 
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DR. NATH: I mw now tum to the different ter- 
ritories in Western Germany. It might be important here 
to mention the report concerning the feeling and sentiments 
Xxx as a report was supposed tobe handed in by him, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Where is that? 

DR. NATH: (Exhibiting document to "olonel Neave} 

COLONEL NEAVE: I don't think we need to hear 
that. There is still the same reference to spying and es- 
poinage and I don t think we need that. You might read from 
"each month" down to "injustice," Have you got that? 

DR. NATH: Perhaps as far as the word = 

COLONEL NEAVE: I see what happened. dn—the 


Par wv CA 
original you have left out some words, Actually, iiis 


in theoriginal and hay been left out of the summary. This 


is the passage relating to the repæ ts of the blockleiters 
which they make each month, 

DR. NATH: The witness, who was a block and 
gellenleiter in Weisbaden xh emphasizes the following: 
He had to make each month a report concerning personal 
opinion in the block and in the zells concerning any irreg- 
ularities, concerning the distribution of clothing, food 
or coal, or about my other alleged injustice. He goes 
on to say that each member @ each person was able to 
voice his opinion freely. May I read the first paragraph 
on page 8? 
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COLONEL NEAVE: Where is it? ‘here is nothing 
new in that, It merely says they had no political influence, 
DR. NATH: On legislation,it has been claimed 
that they also had influence on legislation. 
COLONEL NEAVE: Well, this is saying they had 
no influence on legislation? 
DR. NATH: No. 
COLONEL NEAVE: But apparently they were not 


Cu e Aa 9, 
engaged in political and military intentions, snc, thenefore, 


Im is not necessary, 


DR. NATH: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: I don't think that should be given. 

DR NATH: I mx am in a very difficult position. 
The lowest cfficeholder s have been indicted in the very same manner, 
as, for exanple, the gauleiters have been indicted, and the 
block and zellen leiters too have to justify or make statements 
imam das the indictment and as far as I gather from the 
affidavits, from what they have told me, they unanimously 
say that they made a very clear distinc tion between the higher 
leadership and themselves. 

COLONEL NEAVE: We have already had evidence 
fromthe blockleiters and zellenleiters to the effect that 
they had no influence on politics or legislation. I want 
to have explained why that was so or why it was supposed 
to be so. Now, in this case this man is merely saying that 


ina couple of lines, a statement that anybody can make 
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without any explanation gf any specific reasons for saying 
SO» 

DR. NATH: Yes, I will withdraw it. 

COLONEL NEAVE: I don't think we med anything 
quite as general as that, Is there mything more from this 
affidavit? 

DR. NATHE: Noe 

COLONEL NEAVE: Is there any objection to that? 

MR. BARRINGTON: No objection. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Is truck out the last state- 
ment by the person who swears to tiie affidavit, saying that 
the igo: of political leaders bafis no influence on poli- 
tics m nanei OL hase EPRA why. I don't think 
we need that. Now, we come to Noe 6 which is the one you 
wanted to be fhlly translated. 

DR. NATH: If I may ask you to do so, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well now the principal point 
Mum want, and correct me if I am wrong, which appears to 
me to be important in this affidavit is first: Were the Eph 

alw Hoheit Hager 9 a 
block and zellenleiters m' 

DR. NATH: Ae. Yes. D Ht 

COLONEL NEAVEs: Had the blookleiters & staff? 

The other points I don't think we need to cover again. They 
are spying again, and a brief statement with regard to 


church and recial questions which are probably better 


dealt with by somebody in a responsible position, d 
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DR. NATH: Yes, 

COLONEL NEAVE: I think so, but before I make 
a decision about translating this wuld you say if there 
is any otha matter in it which you think is impor tant? 


DR. NATH: I would like to mention as to whether 


the blockleiter was superior to the @tsgruppenleiters in 
the political staff has been accepted by the Prosecution? 

COLONEL NEAVE: I an sorry, but aside from 
that I see no reason why the whole affidavit should be 
translated. 

DR. NATH: If you would just have the three 
points mentioned translated in this document. 

DOLONEL NEAVE: You can do either one thing 
or the other. You can either translate the whole affidavit 
or read short passaged into the record, 

DR. NATH: Then I should like to have these 
points read into the record, 

COLONEL NEAVE: You know tbis is quite good 
in ay, because it answers quite a number of important 
questions quite clearly, and I am not sure I m not going 
to change my original view and have it fully translated, 
and I think by doing so we should probably save time in 
these proceedings. 
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MR. BARRINGTON: I entirely agree with you. It 
looks to me to be very concisely worded. 

DR. NATH: That is wy I wanted to have the 
original document Ex translated, 

COLONEL NEAVE: My original objection was as 
to the duties of blockleiters and zellenleiters and questions 
as to espoinage and church relations here in this case which 
were not really worth translating, but I do think we shoulda 
cover the qwstion of hoheiftstagers, and the question of 


the staff of the blockleiters and hisreletion to the orts- 


gruppen staff. That would have tobe read into the reco:d 


anyway and it would take sometime, and since it is only 
four pages, I direct that the whole affidavit be translated. 

DR. NATH: I am very grateful to you, 

COLONEL NEAVE: May I lookat this a moment? 

DR. NATH: I just want one small point brought 
out here, distribution - and so on, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Do you mean the reference to 
newspapers, wireless, and so forth? 

DR. NATH: Yes, b ecause this too has been repeat- 
edly submitted to the witnesses. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Do youagree with me, Prosecution. 

MR. BARRINGTON: Yes. 

DR NATE? Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: You may read from "affidavit"X = 


Ia speaking now from the summary, not from the original. 
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DR. NATH: From the wad "affidavit " as far 


COLONEL NEAVE: Well the next tw sentences 
are not very important, are they? 

DR. NATH: VEry well, “Affidavit No, 7 was 
made by a certified engineer in Stuttgart, who had an 
office as blockleiter during the war from 1942 until 1944, 
and he says, snong other things, concerning the keeping 
of the block files, the commission concerning member ship 
in the party organization and other personal information 
such as is taken by any party or @gmization from its 
members, were saxkak contal ned in the block files. Besides 


this, there was also a common duty concerning itself with 


newspaper, radio and so on which was not filled 1n. The 


material for these file s was collected by questioning the 
person concerned, that is, only in so far as the person 
wanted to give information, 

COLONEL NEAVEs Any objection. 

MR, BARRINGTON: No, 

COLONEL NEAVE: The only thing I would like to 
say now is that I think we are surely informed as to these 
block files and we shall not go any further into this,  Other- 
wise, that affidavit will be admitted as "Corps Xaxkkskx 


Political Leaders" No, 7e 
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DR. NATH: All right, the next affidavit, 


Noe 8, was given by a city official who was fifty-eight 


years of age and whowas a blockleiter at Mannheim from 
October 1928 until October 1945, I shall submit that 
affidavit because this witness gives a very comm ehensive 
and deta led testimony concerning his duties as a block- 
leiter as far as Mannheim only is concerned, and this man 
gives a very minute description of the duties of a block- 
leiter within his sixteen years of service, and he depicts 
these duties in the very smallest details, beginning with 
the collection of dues and ending with the clearing of 
the snw from the streets. This is, in my opinion, a 
very typical declaration that might serveas a basis for 
other similar affidavits, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Well, the only question is: 
Is this the best affidavit you have got of the blockleiters 
and zellenleiters? Would it make it wath while to trans- 
late it fully? 

DR. NATH: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: You see most of these affidavits 
describe Xmuxkaktakt the duties of the block and zellen leiters 


in one way or another, 
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DR. NATH: That is correct, Colonel Neave, 
but attid ^ EEA CEXXXAXXXXBNETAEYIXXKXIX No. l concerns 
itself and very comprehensively with the position of the 
block and zellenleiters in general, whereas this affidavit 
zanean concerns only and this very minutely with the 


duties mkk£hxkhmxixkkmmx in western Germany, in Mannheim, 


COLONEL NEAVEs Rea, You are relying upon 


this a&fxax affidavit to show conditions in Western "ermany, 


that ise 


is that the point? 


DR. NATH: Yes, for this district. 


COLONEL NEAVE: Statement No, 1 comerns Regens- 


DR. NATH: Yes. : 

COLONEL NEAVE: This is anaffidavit which is 
not very longe I think it is agreed we shoulitake affidavits 
from people from all parts of Germany, Would you like to 
have anything more about the points in this affidavit? 

MR. BARRINGTON: I don't see my necessity. 
for hearing them all, as it appears there are different 


conditions in all parts of Germany, and it seems to me 


your original ruling was qnite right. 
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COLONEL NEAVE: This aspect of the question 


concerns arepresentation of the organizations in different 


parts of Germany of particular importance in tho case of 
the political leaders, As far as the order goes in regard 
to whether it should be accepted, I don't see any reason to 
object to it. We will just admit it as translated in 
full as the Corps of Political Leaders No, 8. 

DR. NATH: No, 9 is noteworthy for the following 
facts: This affidavit was made by a blockleiter from Mainz 
an Rhein, who was such during the war. 


COLONEL NEAVE: Is this reallyr elevant, doctor? 
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DR. NATH: Yes. He says that he did not learn anything of the events 
in the concentration camp Dachau where his brother was interned. His brother, 
with whom he was on very good terms, did not tell him anything about his conditions 
and that alone would be sufficient proof that the Blockleiters could have no 
knowledge of events that occurred in concentration camps. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: You say that because this man's brother did not tell 
him what was going on in Dachau that the Blockleiters as a whole could not have 
known about it. That is a somewhat wide implication, isn't it? 

DR. NATU: It is proof of the fact that if no information could be gleaned 
from one's own brother, with whom one was on good terms, concerning facts in con- 

population, 
centration camps, how much less could the rest of the peyxXaxy who had no such 
connections, know of events in concentration camps. 

MR. BARRINGTON: I think, sir, if you will allow me to say so, there has 
been so much evidence before the Tribunal itself on the knowledge of the population 
near the concentration camps, particularly those near Dachau, that if this evidence 
is regarded as having any probative value at all it would really be going to the 
point of a personal excuse, which is irrelevant. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Dr. Nath, in this connection I also wish to say that 
T had a long discussion with Dr. Pelckmann during a session of this Commission 
about two days ago. He was trying to say that if his witness had gone to the 
Gestapo and asked whether it was true that the Jews were being exterminated in 


Auschwitz and received a negative answer, that showed that the whole of the 


gv 
organization to which his witness belonged did not know about it;,rather, to be 


absolutely fair, he implied that other people would not have known about it or 


would not have believed the rumors, and I struck out that evidence altogether. 
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But what I did admit was evidence which showed that the nezative answer given by 
the Gestapo in another case, to inquiries as to whether atrocities were really 
being carried out, was retold to a very large number of people by the witness 
himself. Now while that did not prove that the whole of the organization believed 
in the answer of the Gestapo and therefore did not know that the atrocities were 
taking place, it was obviously much more admissible than a mere statement that 
because "A" asks "B" what the truth is and receives a negative answer that proves 
that the whole organization could not have known or been advised. 

DR. NATH: As far as the witness treats of this question! shall with- 
draw the affidavit and it might be possible to include this affidavit ina 
general summary of about 8 affidavits at the end of the list. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Yes, but we have to draw a definite line between 
what an individual person heard from somebody else and what, according to one 
of your witnesses, was generally known or not known to be the case, so that it 
would not help your case if you were to produce a large number of affidavits, 


all of which described purely individual incidents, That would not help at all. 


a 
But what would help would be if you could produce/witness who can tell us what 


in general was thought to be the case in his particular area or organization 
and,of course,if it is true,that the answer he received from an individual when 
he inquired was circulated by him in his district in the form of an instruction 
or order, such as applied in Dr. Pelckmann's case, then that evidence would be 
admissible. Has the prosecution any comments on that? 

WR. BARRINGTON: I agree with the Commissioner. 

DR. NATH: This affidavit also treats of other questions. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: In that case, Dr. Nath, I think we should strike 


4 F- 


out reference to the concentration camp. 
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DR. NATH: My intention was to summarize 8 affidavits at the end of 


the list, from various parts of Germany, covering testimony that has been given 


in other affidavits from other parts of Germany. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well, we will consider that when we come to them. 
Now is there anything more about No. 9? Is there really anything in No. 9 in 
addition to the question of Dachau, Otherwise I don't see why we should admit 
that at all. 

DR. NATH: Yes, there are more things in this affidavit. I shall 
mention them later, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well we will hold that for the moment, 

(A recess was taken.) 

4e 36 4€ de 3€ 3t 3 t tod HR 

DR. NATH: The next affidavit was made by a carpenter, 47 years old, 
of Marienhagen in the District of Cologne/ Marienhagen is a small rural community 
with about 360 to 370 inhabitants, in which the witness was Cellenleiter from 
the lst of April 1932 until the end of 1934. I consider this affidavit important 
because it says that during this time the Evangelical Church was N to say the least, 
on good terms with the Party organization. The witness mentions, among other 
things, that the minister of the neighboring commnity, for example, was a Party 
member and that in another church community the sister of the minister there was 
head of the Women's organization, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Wait a minute. I don't think that is relevant. 
Is that supposed to show that the Corps of Political Leaders was a God-fearing 


organization because a minister and a minister's sister belonged to the Party? 


7 3 


We have had exactly this question with the SA. 
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DR. NATH: If I may continue, it goes on to say something else. There 
are two sentences I should like to quote. The witness goes on to say that his 
first speaker in his Cell was a theologist from Bonn and that later, after the 
seizure of power by the NSDAP, he was given instructions by his Ortsgruppenleiter 
to exhort the people to take part in church services and that in case there were 
any larger church festifities or arrangements it was desirable to have them 
participate as a group. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well that is much more to the point. I think we 
can strike out the question of which posom tá ges sisters e£-papeens were 
members of the organization, What you mst try to show here is that the political 
leaders in carrying out their work did not persecute the church and did not allow 
religious opposition to take place in their particular districts, such as by 
encouraging church going on an official basis. I think that might imxkxwx be 
considered to be relevant. 

DR. NATH: For the time, of course, that is mentioned here.. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Yes, I think that will do. So will the court re- 


porters strike out the reference to the minister of a neighboring community being 


a member of the Party and also the sister of another minister. Do you think it's 


important that the first speaker of the Cell was a theologian from Bonn? 

DR. NATH: At the beginning of 1933-1934 conditions in the country were 
quite different from those as developed later on. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: We will admit the rest of the affidavit with the 
excepbion of the reference that I have already made. 

DR. NATH: I should like to have the sentence in the record beginning 
"After the seizure of power/" 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Yes, all right. 
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DR. NATH: I shall now read for the record: "The first speaker in my 
Cell was a theologist from Bonn and at his request the former minister of Marien- 
hagen spoke on the occasion of a meeting in his Cell without himself being a Party 
Member. After the seizure of power by the NSDAP I received instructions from my 
Ortsgruppenleiter to encourage the Party members to attend church services regularly 
and also that on the occasion of larger church arrangements it was desirable to 
have them participate as a group. Most of this actually happened, " 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: , Have you got in the record the date on which this 
is supposed to have taken place? You refer to the assumption of power but does 
this affidavit cover a wider period? 

DR. NATH: No, I said at the beginning that the witness was Cellenleiter 
from the lst of April 1932 until the end of 1934 and that his testimony refers 
to this period, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: The point is whether the reference to church going 
is to that period. That is what we want in the record, 

DR. NATH. Yes. May I read one more sentence? 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Where is it? 

DR. NATH: (Reads another part of the Affidavit.) 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: (To Interpreter: Wait a minute before you translate 
that.) I don't think that is very important, Dr. Nath. 

DR. NATH: It seems important to me for this reason: Conditions in 
the flat country were quite difrerent from those in the cities. The people knew 
one another very well and therefore were not inclined to carry on any political 
excesses, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well that hasn't any relation to the rest of the 


affidavit, I mean in regard to the Church question; that may be true of most 


rural commun 


ities but it doesn't relate to any of the rest of the evidence, a 
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I think that is too remote a statement altogether, Dr. Nath. For the benefit 
of the prosecution] it is merely a statement that the people are more spread out 
in the flat country than they are in towns and therefore their acquaintance is 
somewhat more remote and they do not commit political excesses. I think that is 
too "vague a statement to read into the record and so we will strike that out, 


unless the prosecution want it in. Dr. Nath, I think it might be useful in 


certain cases to bring out the difference between conditions in town and country 
d pre 0 
but yin relation to the charges made against the Corps of Political Leaders. 


DR. NATH: And particularly conceming the responsibility of the Block 
and Cellenmleiter in the country; the witness in his affidavit also mentions 
knowledge of the planning of war of aggression and other crimes that have been 
indicted, 

COMMISSIONER NZAVE: Yes I know he does but that statement does not 
in any sense relate to what he says about aggressive war, If he could show 
that the charge of aggressive war against the Political Leaders was @ffected 
by the fact that people lived in town or country in some way, that would be 
different. As it stands this is much too remote although I think the difference 
between conditions in town and country might be an interesting point in certain 
cases. 

DR. NATH: I shall prove this point by other affidavits. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That is Political Leaders Affidavit No. 10 then, 
We will admit that part about the church which has been read. The rest of it 
is struck out. Any comments? ‘ 


MR. BARRINGTON: No comments. 
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BY DR. NATH: 

I should like to have the next affidavit translated in full for the follow- 
ing reason: During the interrogation of witnesses the Prosecution repeatedly 
submitted a document 0139 from the Gau Organization Office of the Gau Cologne/ 
Aix-la Chapelle of the 31st of January 1941. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Wait a minute, You haven't the Tribunal number 
of that document, have you? 

DR. NATH: It wasn't mentioned. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: But it is a document which has been submitted 


previously to the Tribunal, isn't it? 


DR. NATH: No, it is a document of which we here have only a certified 


copy. The original of this copy is in Vashington. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I think I know which one it is. This document 
has a Commission number, not a Tribunal number. 

DR. NATH: I don't know, because we have not yet received the last 
records of the interrogations. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I think it € & Commission document. Well, 
what was the point you wanted to make? 
DR. NATH: 

This affidavit concerns a charge made against the Gau Organization Office 
of the Gau Cologne/Aix la Chapelle, concerning instructions according to which 
Block Leiters in their blocks were to gather, unnoticed and secretly, information 
for their files, and concerning the household files, The witness, who was at 
that time on the staff of the Kreisleiter in Gau Cologne/Aix laChapelle, oak say 
from his own experience how far these instructions for the files information 


service were carried out and that no secret and unobtrusive information requests 


e 
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were being made. He also mentions why a statement of the political attitude 
of the persons was to be put on the file cards. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well is ‘kom there anything new in this? This 
subject has been covered previously. 

DR. NATH: In my opinion this affidavit is very important because it 
gives counter proof of the submission of charges that have been made by the Pros- 
ecution during interrogation of witnesses. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: It is a result of the submission of a document by 
the Prosecution and the witness says he has never heard of this document before. 
Who showed him the document? Did you show him the document? 

DR. NATH: Yes I did. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: What I want to know is what does this affidavit 
say, even if it is in answer to the submission of that document, what does this 
affidavit say that others do not say? 


DR. NATH: None of the witnesses who were interrogated was from Gau 


Cologne Aix la Chapelle. Therefore they were not able to testify concerning the í 


instructions of this Gau whereas this witness can testify from his own personal 
experience conceming this document of the prosecution. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: All this witness really says is, first, I have 
never seen the dmcument before and, secondly, that conditions were exactly the 
same in Cologne as they were in other places as the other witnesses have described, 
DR. NATH: No, I dont believe so. The witness said after I submitted 
the document to him, that he remembers an official meeting of his Kreisleitung 
about March or April 1942. At this meeting this document, or one that was 


similar in context, was treated. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Yes, that is quite true, but at the same time 
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and since we are merely trying to decide whether this affidavit should be trans- 
lated in its entirety, at the same time I don't see that it says anything 
particularly important. The only difference from the others is that he comes 
from a different part of Germany, 

DR. NATH: It is important in my opinion because here we have a witness 
who from his own personal experience is able to prove the incorrectness of the 
charge made by the prosecution.in the document submitted to him and can give an 
explanation or give the reason why the Gau Organization Office issued the 
circular, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Major Murray, the reason why Dr, Nath is asking 
to have this affidavit fully translated is that this is a document submitted to 
a witness during hearings of the Commission. Apparently this witness has also 
seen the document and states that he does remenber a meeting at which a similar 
document at any rate was discussed. He then goes on to state why it was circulated 
and some of that does appear to be of some interest. The question is whether the 
rest of the affidavit, which contains a lot we have already heard before, should 
also be translated, 

DR. NATH: The witness said he remembered having seen the document 
but he does not remember the wording. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That is what T mean, He does not know the actual 
document but he remembers a similar document. 

DR. NATH: Or the same one. I cannot ask of the witness to remember 
for five years the exact wording of the document. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well, I don't know whether we really need to take 
up very much more time deciding this. As the affidavit is not very long, unless 


the prosecution have any objection I think we might have it laid before the 


Tribunal as it stands. ji 
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MAJOR MURRAY: I have no objection. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That will be Political Leaders Affidavit No. ll. 
3 36 36 3B 3B Gb G6 3t Gb gb G6 36 
BY DR, NATE: 

I should now like to submit an affidavit from the Eastern Zone from Berlin- 
Hessenwinkel, This affidavit has not been certified. This part in the Fastern 
Zone cannot be contacted and as my documents from this zone are very few I 
Should be grateful if I might include this or submit it in order to complete 
or round up my affidavits. 

COMMISSIQNER NEAVE: What is the date of the affidavit? This here is 
apparently an enclosure to a letter of the 6th of November. 

DR, NATH: Yes, the 6th of November 1945. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I do not know what action the prosecution wish 
to take m this. The position is that an affidavit sworn before a German official 
or notary before the 9th of May, is valid, In this case the date is the 6th of 
November 1945 and it comes fro» the Eastern Zone of Berlin, which I understand 
is difficult to contact. I don't like accepting affidavits which are not sworn 
at all. This merely is an enclosure to a letter, Would you like to have a 
look at it, Major Murray? 

MAJOR MURRAY: Briefly, what is the summary of this affidavit? Does 
it vary from what other affidavits have produced? 

DR, NATH: No, it only gives a picture of the zone, 

COMVISSIONER NEAVE: You merely want it as pepresenting another part 
of Germany? 

DR. NATH: Yes; 10 points are mentioned which are very clear. 


COMMISSIONIR NEAVE: Well I think we might consider admitting it and 


simply list it with its title, as being confirmatory of what other affidavits b () 
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have said, We have done that sort of thing in many cases. 

MAJOR MURRAY: If it is otherwise admissible I would not object 
because of the lack of certification. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Will you just tell us very very briefly what 
is in this affidavit? 

DR. NATH: This affidavit gives in 10 points a very good summary 
of the tasks of the Blockleiters in Berlin and emphasizes that the Blockleiters 
and Cellenleiters who became members of the Party after 1933 were considered 
second-rate or second-grade by the others. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I think that is enough. I think in view of the 
fact that there is no ob jection by the prosecution to the fact that it is not 
properly sworn and as xix there appears to be good grounds for that not 
having been done, that we will admit it. So that will be Political Leaders 
Affidavit #12. 

MAJOR MURRAY: Is that to be translated in full? 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: No, that part which was read will be part of the 
record. 

RRR EHH HH KH FH 
BY DR. NATH: 

The next affidavit is given by a Blockleiter in presden who was such in 
Dresden from 1936 to 1945. This witness testifies about the duties of the 
Blockleiters and further says that Block and Cellenleiters did not consider 
themselves as members of the Corps of Political Leaders and that they had only 
learned that they had been included in this group now in the course of the 
trial. The affidavit represents the district of Saxony now in the Eastern Zone. 


had 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well I think Major Murray better see this, This 





is a letter to Dr. Servatius, from Dresden, and is not certified, I think the-^ 
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interpreter had better read part of it into the record. 


INTERPRETER (Reading from affidavit): ... but I should like to give you 
as defendant of the Corps of Political Leaders in general, a little information 
and assure in lieu of oath that these statements correspond to the truth, I realize 
the meaning of a declaration made under oath. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I think the Commission will reserve decision as 
to whether they will admit this or not. 

3b d G0 3b de Gt Gt Gt 36 46 3 
BY DR. NATH: 

The next affidavit is a declaration of the Gau Organization Leader in Gau 
Munich- | T y } EIN » wiose last official rank was that of an Oberbereichsleiter. 
The witness testifies conceming the probative value of the Organization Book of 
the NSDAP which has been repeatedly mentioned by the Prosecution. The witness 
makes a distinction between the practice and the instructions of the organization 
book and he terms the compiler of this book, Hauptamtsleiter Maynard who is the 
man responsible for the organization book a man who organized out of the pure 
joy that he had in organizing and who put down his tasks or his sphere of work 
according to his om ideas, that is far in advance of reality and facts or, 
better said, "chasing after images." The witness terms the viewpoints and the 
plans of the organization book concerning the Block and Cellenleiter as particularly 
exaggerated. Because of the importance of this I should like to have this document 
translated in full. This is the last of the documents I should like to have 
translated in full. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Can you tell us briefly how this witness shows that 
the contents of the Organization Book were far from reality as a result of the 


peculiar mentality of the writer? I mean does it show that the Organization Book 
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is wrong? 

DR. NATH: In several parts, yes, especially as concerns the question 
whet her Block and Cellenleiter were HoheitstrHger in practice and concerning the 
scope of work of the Block and Cellenleiter. This witness was a man who had 
practice, that is, he was the Gau organization leiter and therefore knew the 
organization in practice. 

COMMISSIONS? NEAVE: Have you any comments on this, Major Murray? 

MAJOR MURRAY: Haven't other witnesses of the Leadership Corps testified 
to the same facts? 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Substantially, Y think they have. 

MAJOR MURRAY: I should think that would be much better evidence than 
an affidavit. There seems to be no necessity for translating this affidavit. 

DR. NATH: Other persons have not been interrogated on this question. 
There is just one more interrogation which has been written up and which also 
emcerns itself with the Organization Book - an affidavit by Heyderich. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: What happened to Heyderich's affidavit? Has that 
been submitted? 

DR. NATH: Yes I submitted it to the General Secretary's Office and 
asked that it be translated; the translation has been approved. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: So that is going to be submitted before the Commission 
later on, is it? 


DR. NATH: Noe 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well what are you going to do with it? 


DR. NATH: It has been accepted and submitted to the Commission. I 
introduced it during the interrogation of the witness. 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Oh yes, I see. I don't see much purpose in trans- 


lating all this. It does not say anything new at all. 
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DR. NATH: This witness, Foertsch, was a man employed within the 
organization office and shows the difference in practice and gives testimony also 
concerning the introduction of the household files which were not made in all of 
the Gaus. It gives, I might say, a general survey from his own practice. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well I think the Commission will consider whether 
they will translate this, I am not sure about it at all. It is a general survey 
but then most of these affidavits are very general surveys. The only new point 


that is made is that the author of the organization book was a person who: had not 


much regard for reality and therefore I would like to consider the question whether 


it should be fully translated. 

DR. NATH: This man also shows clearly how the conditions were in 
reality, from his own experience, and compares these to the Organization Book and 
I am therefore of the opinion that the document is relevant and of importance, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I will bear in mind what you say before making a 
final decision. What we will do is admit the Affidavit as Corps of Political 
Leaders #13; the extract which you have read will remain. in the record; and the 
Commission will decide whether it should be fully translated or not. 

He HH HH HH HH 
We haven't got much more time. Are there any more affidavits we can deal with 
this evening? 

DR. NATH: I should like to have two more affidavits read into the 
record and then summarize the rest as a whole and ask you to accept these 
affidavits as a group. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: How long will the two be? 

DR. NATH: The two I am going to read are very short. 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: All right, we will continue. 
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BY DR. NATH: 

The next affidavit is made by anOrtsgruppenleiter concerning Block and 
Cellenleiter, This man is a lower grade judge in Parsberg. This witness 
testifies concerning the 13 points of the tasks of the Block and Cellenleiter. 
He testifies concerning the Organization Book and says that the Block Leiter 


sovereign 
had no mwxxxiumg powers at all. 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well I have no objection to that although I can !t 
see that it is bringing up anything new. It may be said to support other evidence 
which has been received here, from a different part of Germany. 

DR. NATH: The difference is this. Up to now I have only submitted 
affidavits that Block and Cellenleiters themselves have made. This evidence is 
made by a superior of Block and Cellenleiters - by an Ortsgruppenleiter. 

COMMISSIONER NZAVE: Yes but even if he is an Ortsgruppenleiter, which 
I have already noticed, he doesn't say anything different from the others. 

DR. NATH: If the Defense succeeds in giving a uniform picture of all 
the Block and Cellenleiters, then I believe that our task has been fulfilled. 

COMMISSIONER NZAVE: I quite agree but the point is, what passages are 
to be considered relevant and remain in the record, You are not being denied the 
right to quote evidence from different parts of Germany to build up the picture 
you suggestion. 

DR. NATH: Not a picture that I should like to make but that is formed 
of itself, from facts. I have already mentioned the contents of this document. 
The witness denies that the Block and Cellenleiter had zsDuerksOe sovereign powers 
and he also rejects the charge of the prosecution of the conspiracy. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Where is the reference to conspiracy? I didn't 


see that. 
DR. NATH: Right at the beginning. 
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COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Is that paragraph 8 of the original? 

DR. NATH: Yes, at the top of page 3. Also paragraphs 9 and 10, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: All paragraph 8 says is "I did not know anyt hing 
of a conspiracy in the sense that is used in the indictment," 

DR. NATH: At the bottom of page 2 he says "But I do not only have 
to express myself negatively" and in paragraphs 9 and 10 he gives positive 
information, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Well do you want to read anything more. 

DR. NATH: I believe it is sufficient if I characterized the tasks of 
the Block and Cellenletier from the viewpoint of an Ortsgruppenleiter in this 
document. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Major Murray have you any objection to this? It 
does not lead us any further. The only thing one can say is that it has eresaj- 
been said by a higher official. 

MAJOR MURRAY: I have no objection, 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That will be Corps of Political Leaders No. 14, 
Have you any more before we go? 

de 3t 46 X6 36 te k 
BY DR. NATH: 

The affidavit of a Kreisleiter. This man was Kreisleiter from 1927 to 1945, 
first in Nuertingen and then in Esslingen am Neckar, This witness testifies con- 
cerning Block and Cellenleiter from the viewpoint of a Kreisleiter and depicts 
conditions in his own Kreis. He says that it was difficult for the Ortsgruppen- 
leiter to get the number of men required for these posts; further that the Block 
and Cellenleiter had no special rights but only a higher responsibility or duty. 
towards other people, This witness also says that the Organization Book did nct 


correspond to reality and was not able to change the position of the Block and / 
CA wv 


^ 
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Cellenleiter that had a long time previously grown up and strengthened itself. 

He said that they were assistants and servants for all tasks concerning themselves 
with population or peoples! welfare and that they were the burden bearers of 
party organization. The household files introduced by the Organization Office 
had become very quickly a dead stationery shop which was valueless and was not 
used, The Kreisleiter testifies that the activities of his Block and Cellenleiters 
had no criminal characterismtics and explains this in detail. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I don't think we need to hear any more. That 
will be Corps of Political Leaders Affidavit No. 15. 

3t 3€ 3€ 4€ 36 3€ 3€ dt 3* X HH 3 
BY DR. NATH: 

Now in summarizing I should like to have the following affidavits accepted 
from different parts of Germany and which are distinguished from one another con- 
cerning the relationships in the cities and the flat country. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: They all relate to the Smucenkiovonaf functions of 
Block or Cellenleiter? 

DR. NATH: Yes. The contents of these affidavits are essentially the 
same as I have already summarized, and especially those that I have asked to be 
translated fully. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I see. How many are there? 

DR. NATH: There are 8, 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: I think, if the Prosecution doesn't object, that 


Dr. Nath should simply read the names and titles straight into the record, 


numbering them from 15 onwards, 
MAJOR MURRAY: No objection. 
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BY DR. NATH: 
/ Affidavit No. 16 is from a town in Northwestern Germany, Nordenham in Olden- 
burg. The witness, Arnold von Atens, was a Cellenleiter during the war. 
Affidavit No. 17 - Affidavit of a witness Ernst Riesebieter, Brake in Olden- 
burg. He was Blockleiter from 1943 one 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: We will admit Affidavit No. 17 although it has 
not been properly sworn, 
The next affidavit is given by Heinrich Knoke of Bremen, who was Blockleiter 
and Cellenleiter in Bremen, 1934 to 1939. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That will be No. 1 8.- 
The next affidavit was given by Professor Heinrich Waltz of Hamburg. Professor 
Waltz was Blockleiter in Hamburg from 1934 to 1938 and Cellenleiter from 1938 to 


1939. 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: He did not give evidence before the Commission, 


DR. NATH: No, I withdrew my witness. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That will be No. 19. 

The next affidavit is by a witness who was Blockleiter in Berlin from the 
beginning of the war in 1939 to the em of 19,3. His name is Arthur Schoene and 
at present a resident of Gaigereck, Upper Bavaria. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That will be No. 20. 

The next affidavit I should like to ask to submit is from Eisenach, Thuringia. 
Werner Bechstein was Blockleiter from 1936 to 1943 with just a short interruption. 
The witness gave his affidavit in the irbernment camp of Hammelburg. The affidavit 
was certified by the officer in charge of the internment camp; he in his turn had 


his signature certified by an allied officer and the name is contained in the list. 


COMMISSTONER NEAVE: Yes. ‘That will be No, 21. 27 
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The next affidavit is from Ortsgruppenleiter Heinrich Sibbel, resident in 
Seppenrade, Westphalia. He gives testimony concerning the tasks of Block and 
Cellenleiters as an Ortsgruppenleiter. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That is No. 22. 


The last affidavit is given by Ferdinand Rose of Mainz, Blockleiter from 


1942 on, who also gives testimony concerning the tasks and positions of the Block 


and Cellenleiter, 
COMMISSIONER WAVE: That will be No. 23. 
DR. NATH: That completes the list. 


COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Wasn't one of the affidavits withdrawn for some 


DR. NAM: That was No. 23 which I have resubmitted with the group of 
8 affidavits. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Will you be introducing any mre on behalf of 
Block and Cellenleiter? 

DR. NATH: Noe 

COMMISSIONER NEAVE: ‘Tomorrow marning the Commission will continue with 
SS affidavits. 


(The Commission adjourned until 17 July at 1000 hours. ) 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCHL:;T OF TESTIMONY FOR TEE DEFENSE 
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ArrOINTED GY THE INTSRNATIONAL MILITARY TRIDUNAL 
LURSUANT TO L.iAGuiHl OF THE ORDER OF THE TARI23- 
UNAL DATED 13 MARCH 19k 

FURS UANT 

BAS, DATED B JULY 19 L6 
16 Ju uly as 94.6 


CO: TSSI 
Colonel Ae Me Se Neave 
POLITICAL LEADERS 

COIONAL NEAVEs I uncerstand your position is that you have twanty= 
three afficavits which ycu wish to submit re-ardin: the function of the lower 
office hoicers in the corps cf political leaders. 

anc zollonleiters. 

COLONEL NiAVEs In order to nake the record clear will you begin by 
reacin: the first four jara raphs of your summary, which besins with s 
"They only concern, an’ goes on to "orts7ruppenleiters and kreisleiters, res- 
,setively." 

Dito NATH 

COLONEL NEAVI Will y .. lam to read that tc make the record clear? 


cos 


shall submit twenty-three effidavits, "They only concern 


themselves with the lowest office holderswithin the corps of political lea- 


Cors, that is with the block an? zellenJeiters, I should like to say that 


- 


avits which have been received by the cefense come from the terri- 

tories from Southern Germany, Western Germany and Northern Germany. Two 
afficavits refer to Derlin, one to Dresden anc. Saxony and one to Thurin-ia. 
Within these territories there are other affidavits from different cities 
inclu: smaller towns in and I shall submit 
two affi avits concerning block ani zellenleiters that have been civen by 
mrts-ur.enleiters and a kreisleiter, respectively," 

COLONEL NEAVE: Now the first affidavit mentioned in your list you 
want to 5e fully translated, is that richt ? 


Di. NATH Yes, if I may, 
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COLONEL NEAVEs For the benefit of the rrosecution I woncer if you 
would tell us very shortly the contents of the affidavit and what it is you 


intend to prove hy it ? 


DR, NATH: he affidavit is suposed t w the position and the func- 


tions that were carried out by the block and zellenleiters anc talks about 

these in cetail an. shows further that the block and zellenleiters were 

usually civil servants cf tho lower and medium srades, They either were 
r small business people dut there were also some who were in 


cial .ositions. The afficavit is supposed to show that the block 


1 | 


anc zellenlciters had nothing to do with politics, that is, with the carrying 

out of politics, or with .ivin; political instructicns, The orcani 

chart of party wa ot known to the witness, wh. himself, was 

leiter before May, 1946, whe it for the first time. The orzanizatior 

he Dlockleiter, The slockleiter dic not by any means 
lauched about by carryin: out sh rt sighted props 

anca and tryin; to spy cn the people or by carryin ut S,yin. service over 

the jcople and inform against them, It was impossible for one of these 

officers to retire from his office without a very od reasone For example 
,ossivle for him to retire from his cffice by sayin: for example 


that he was &:;ainst aicin: the Jewish murders, that woulc have been ecnsi- 


dered an affront to the party an3 he ulc have been excluced from ite 

COLONEL NEAVEs Dr, Nath, do you want to have any other affidavits 
translated on this su ject ? 

Dite NATH? Yes, Document Noe 6 

etty comprehensive, isn't it ? 
Due NaTHs 
COICNEL NEAVEs: 4nd this j all of the points your witnesses have 
jefore the commission ? 

Dite NaTH? Yese 

COLONEL NEAVEs 
tell tho Tribunal everything that can possibly wish to knowe hat is the 


special point of Nog 6, for example ? What is there in it ? 
2500 
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tite NaTH: Affidavit No, 1 was ziven by a "lcckleiter who ^ecame such 
durin; the war an? No, 6 is given by a ^lockleiter who hol? his office from 
925 to 1938, and for this reason alone there is a slizht difference in the 
functions», 
COLONSL "WAVES 66. well now, we have some other affilavits, tc 
ider before we set to Noe 6 which will be summarized, so 
to, 6 whan we come to ite Now, has the irosecuticn any comments on 
omprehensive account ¿f the blockleiters an? reneats 
ns previously brou ht up ^efore the Commission, ` We 
acreen in certain cases we will fully translate these affi- 
ve Circulated to the Tribunal anc to the rrosecution, 


question is do you want to còject to it on the grounds of its 


slevancy, and secondly; you object ct it's bein. fully translated ? 


concernec, I 


cumulative and the question is whether it oucht 


f cumulative evidence ha 


1 


ame thins. So in this case we 


lavit which relates to most of 


the record extracts from the evidence and 


tais rsspect I think we can Cisrecard what would be otherwise cumulative 


evicence, So, if you have n. socion we will admit this affidavit to be 


c 
fully translated, That is my interrretati f cumulative evidence so far as 


ic 


these affidavits are concerned and we have ado ted that rulin durin: the 
course of these hearings, Obviously, there are cases where actual repe ti ti: 


facts occur which is quite different. 


ARRINGTON; I don't have any objection at all. 
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COLONEL NEAVEs:s No, I think we can ^c 


a 


s "Corps of rolitical Leaders No, 1",. 


follow on with the next document nuun;oer in sequence, as I understand 


will present other afficavits and you will f 


as of them all is concerned ? 


DIL, 


sequence 


Di. NaTHs Affidavit No e 2 was clven 


Kaspar Volk from Munich. He was a zelle 


Tho witness 


ie; icts that his 


zy was refusec at first for the reas 


3) 2 
a 


of this he was later 
that he would have 


only have to collect and 


tec ine He continues t the 


of the 


less to take over thi: 


anc. zellenleiters, cf 


idu cm ^ 
onor empl yorSe 


7 E r ~+ Ih e 
nave meant that 


office woul 


theing and officials cr civil servants 


this happen. 


COLONZL NEV 


ever actually hap} that they ever had 


nary court ? 


ahead anc 


ffico. 


"would nave meant", 


s HAIN 


admit this affidavit 


Will you arrange with Dr, Link to 


Dr. Link 


ollcw on with tho numbers so far 


oy a Chief criminal Secretary, reti. 


" 


nleiter from the 15th of March 


ET 
Coy 


plication fcr memberBhip in 


x. 
n 


that he was politically unre- 


inted On takine 


with political 


f the party were 


S 


thin- is true cf the block- 


samc 


thc 


E 


samo iupression also 


two-thirds were mostly smaller 


a refusal t ver this 


would been taken arain 


action 


not afford to have 


does hi 


y here that that 


actually to a discipli- 
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14... = * ^1 y 
Here } uestion I want to know, Dre Nath: Voes this give any 


evi wnab people went before dis sciplinary courts for punishment? 
No, this witness only 
thrcatene? him, he doesn't sa 


In other words, 


anyway, + don't think there 


te 4. € add x Vell wende i 1 + 
chat? ait : minute, | 4o you think there 


dafinitian nf 
CLLNL Gi on oi 


show thc 
Finition 

like that. 

Cé onsidera 


people who 


OD ula: bi One 


1 


think 
certainly other witnesses are going to say thi 


GWO S ontoncos? 


Lowest 1 i 
west jiopulation 


as a hohe police and 
exceutive powers over the population, which likewise 


COLONIE NEAVE: Have you any comnents on that? 


sumary is 


Ty - MENT r . ` » 1 . 
the next withe ; 4,90 of employment by profession of 


ight years, and this affidavit shows under No, 2 
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a summary of the position of the blo^kleiters to the counts of the incictment 
of crimes against peace and law and war and humanity. the witness declared that 
the blocklciters had nothing to do with thess crimes and had no hand in them. 
COLONEL NEAVE: I think that is all we necd on this ono. there is nothing 
more in ite That then will become "Corps Political Leaders No, 3" Vait a minut. 
before wo have this translated, I do 't think that it is necessary to read the 
whole paragraph in regard to espoinage, I should have thought the next paragraph 
with regard to the inhabitants who were affected by the dutios of the block- 
leitors was much more important, That is as tho inhabitants of th. block, I 
think we have dealt with this osx ge estion and you have the preliminary 
statement that you read out in regard to the position of tho blockleiters.. That 
may stay in the record, but the Gorman Court Acportars will please strike out 
the paragraph with reference to espoinage, because I don't think we need have 
that ing Strike out the whole passag: :;ocauso .e don't want particularly to 
br that to the attention of tho Trib unal, bùt I am interested in the refer- 


ence to the inhabitants of the 


“VE: I think to make the thin 
preliminary part regarding the position of this blocklciter, 
DR, "ATH: Affidavit No. 4 was given by ( itcr from a small country 
town with 2,000 inhabitants in Franconia. “he name f the tewn is Hilpolstein 
was a diary meister by profession and was a blockleiter for 
years, from November 1935 until 2, and formerly the witness had 
been an adherent of the democratic party in Germany and a member of the free 
trade union??? and he depicts at first for what reason he did not enter the 
Socialist Party and then dos! .gnates his duties as blockleiters as foll 
Collecting the dues, 
INTERPRETER did not roai the next part. 


COLONEL NEAVE: I think it is quite unnecessary. I think we have got quite 


enough by way of introduction to the affidavit with that. „OW then the next 


part is stricken out of the German recorde That is the pa agraph with reference 
to espionage activities which we have alrcady had, and tho following paragraph 
here is of sone intercst in showine tho numbers of persons involved in the 


blocks and their functions, and l think wo should have that read, 


a i 
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go as far as the top of page 7 and not be- 


© 


Conc.rning thc popule'ion files tho witness says that about 


sixty householders comprising about 150 to 200 persons belonged to 


for which ho had to ks.p the population file. I quote: "The popula ti 


Pn 1 
block, 


or inhabitant files contained names, personal information, information 


information conc. rning party membership, its 


I should like to omhasize expres 


ly that no reports or notos whatsoev ere contained in tho copulation files 


concorning political attitudes or other information or setimates 


have been of value in tl 


any objection 


show on the record. 


M ose E Š 
these witnesses? 
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affidavits, from what the, have told me, they unanimously say that they 
made a very clear distinction »betreen the hi her leadership anc themselves. 
COLONEL NEAVEs: We have already had evidence from thc blockleiters and 

zellenleiters to the effect that they had no influence on politics or legis- 
lation. I want to have ex;laine? why that was so or why it was sup,osed to 

e Now, in this case this man is merely sayin: that in a couple of li- 
nes 5 statement that anybody can make without eny explanation or any spe- 
cific reasons f r saying Soe 


Dre NaTHs Yes, I will. withdraw ite 


COLONSL MEVE} I don't thin: we need anythin- quite as seneral as 
there anythin. more fro. this afficavit ‘ 
NaTH: Noe 
COLONSL Nu,Vie 
BalitINGTON s 
(NEL NEVE Is truck out the last statement by the per 


swears to an affidavit, sayin. tht the corps of political leaders had no 


7 4 
Ue 


V mn MEAS . af D 1 
intiuoneo nn ,olitics and without sa.in why. I Gon t think we need that 


Àne you wanted to ^e fully translated. 


now the principal „oint we want, anc correct me 
to me to be isportant in this affidavit is 
were the block and zellenleiters also Hoehitstraezer ? 
tte Nals Yese 
NEw VE Had the blokliters a staff ? The other points I 
don't think we need to cover a àin,. They are spyin asain, and a brief 


statement with re. ard to church anc racial questions which are probably 


better cealt with by somebody in a responsible positione 
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DR. NATH: I now turn to the different territcries in Western Germanye 
It mivht be important here to mention the report concerning the feelin: and 
sentiments as a report was supposed to be hanced in by hime 

COLONEL \EAVEs: “here is that ? 

OR, NATH (Exhibing the docwi:nt to Colonel Neave) 

COLONEL NEAVE: I don't think we need to hear that. There is still 
the same reference to syin: and espoinage anc I don't think we need that. 
You micht read from “each month" cown to "injustice. Have you got that ? 

Dre NaTHs ierhaps as far as the word " tt ( missing) 


COLONEL NuiVEs I see what ha_pened, actually the words are in 


tac:ri:;inal anc have neen left out of the summary, Thisis the passa e rela- 


tin. to the rS, rts cf the blockleiters wh ch they make each monthe 
"UR. NuaTH: The witness, who was a block an: zellenleiter in Wiesbaden 
emphasizes the followin’ 2 He hac. tc make each month a re ort concerning 
any irre.ularities, concornin. the distribution of clothin , food or coal 
or about any other alle£ec injustice. He «ves on to say that each member 
or each person was able to voice his opinion freely, May I reac the first 
aph on pace 8 ? 
COLONEL NEAVE: where is it ? {there is nothin new in that, It merel; 
no political influence 
ke NaTH: On legislation, it has been claim that they also had influ- 
on le:islaticn, 


COLON.L NEaVEs: Well, this is sayin they had no influence on levisla- 


OR. NATH: Noe 

COLONEL NEAVEs But apparently they were not en-a:;ec in ;olitical 
anc. military activities, It is r . necessary. 

DR. MHs *ese 

COLONEL SEAV.: I don't think that should be civene 

UR. N,THe I am ina very difficult positione, The lowest officeholders 
have been indicted in the very same manner, as, for example, the .auleiters 
have been indicted, and the ;leck anc zellen leiters too have to justify 


ormake statements concernin:; the indictment and as far as I cather from the 
2307 
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so, but bofore I make a decision about translating 


> 


is any other matter in it which you think is 


mention as to whether the blockloitor was super- 


orts¢ruppenleitcrs in the political staff has been accepted by the 


Prodgecutio 


whole aff 


COT (35 
A ADIN 


COLON 


forth? 


am SOrry, 


Javit should be translatec 


three points montiono? translated 


DSTA, 


L\ 


jocumcnt translated, 


lutics of blockleitears 


relations here in 


11 3 
shoul: 


1 
yi 


4 
uilt 


be translated, 
31 


4 : T3 
look at th a moment? 


point brought out hore, distribution- md 


reference to newspapers, wireless, and s 
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Yes, because thi deen repeatedly submitted to the 


summary, not from the origina 


rom thc 


important, arc 


Stutteart 


pM Us, 


> war from 19:2 until 


of the block 


E ee qe em Gu Bas 
personal information such a Ga 
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bers, were contained in 


ChL LLG 


luty concerning itself 


The material for these 


think we 
further int 


4 


aders" 


MINT OOD Tl 
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afficavits 

JR. NATH: All right, the next affidavit, Noe 8, wasgiven by a 
city official who was fiftyeeight yearsof age and who was a Blockleiter 
at Mannheim from October 1928 until October 1915. I shall submit that 
affidavit because this witness gives a very comprehensive and detailed 
testimony concerning his cutics as blockleiter as far as “annheim only is 
concerned, and this man gives a mery minute description of the cuties of 
a blookleiter within his sixtcen years of service, an: he depic’ 

Cuties in tho very smallest cot^il, beginning with thc collection 
and ending with the clearing of tho snow from the str« 

o pinicn, a very typical declaration that night serve 

Similar affidavits. 

COLONEL NE:VEs: Well, the nly questi-n is? Is this tho best 
affidavit you have got cf the "lockloiters an? gzellenleiters? Would it 
make it wcrth while to translate it fully? 

DR. NATH? Yese 

COLONEL NELVEs: You see most of these affidavits describe tho 
4$utics of the block and zellen leitcrs in one way or another 

That is correct, Colonel Noave, but affidavit Noe 1 
concerns itself an^? very comprehensively with the position of the black 
and zellenleiters in general, whercas this affidavit concerns only an? 
this very minutely with the cutics in western Germany, in Mannhein, that is. 


COLONEL NE.VE: You are relying upon this affidavit to shw cone 


TITTIT 
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-itions in Wewtopn Germany, is that the point? | Il | 


Yos, for this cistrict. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Statement Noe l concerns Regensburg? 

Di. NATH: Yose 

COLONEL NE.VE: This is on affidavit which is nt very longe I 
think it is agreed we should take affidavits from people from all parts of 
Germanye Would you like to have anything more abut the points in this 
affidavit? 

BARRINGTON; I don't see any necessity for hearing them all, 

as it appoars there are different conditions in all parts of Germany, amid 
it seems to me your original ruling was quite right. 
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COLONEL NEAVE: This aspect of the question concermsa. representa- 
thion of the organizations in different parts of Germany of particular im- 


portance in the case of the political leacers. As far as the order goes 


in regard to whether it shoul’ be accepted, I con't see any reason to obj- 


cet to ite We will just acmit it as translated in full as the Corps of 
Folitical leaders No. 8. 

Di. NATH} Noe 9 is noteworthy for the following facts: This 
affidavit was mace by a blccekloitor from Mainz am Rehin, who was such 
tring the wor, 

COLONEL NELVE: Is this roally relevant, coctor? 


1 


DR. NATH: Yos. He Says thet he ^ii not learn anything of the 
events in the c^neontraticn camp Dachau whore his brother was interned. 

His brother, with whom he was on very good terms, cid nct toll hin anything 
about his conditions and that alone would be sufficient proof that Block- 
leiters coul! have no knowledge of events that occurred in q neentration 
CAMPS. 

COMMISSIONER NAVE: You say that because this man's brother eid 
not tell him what was going on in Dachau that the Blocklotiers as a whole 
could not have know ab ut ite That is somvhat wice implication, isn't it? 

UH. M.TH: It is proof of the fact that if no inform tion ce ule 


4 


be gleaned from .ne's cwn brother » With whom one was on .ood terms, cone 
cerning facts in concentration camps, now much less coul?’ the rest of the 
copulation, whe hac no such connecti ns, know of events in concentr-tion 
camps? 

vite BARRINGTON: I think, sir, if ycu will allow me tc ay 80, 
there has been s^ much evidence before the Tribunal itsclf on the knowledge 
of the perulation near the concentration camps, parbicularly those near 
Dachau, that if this evidence is resarced ^s having any probative value 
at dl it would really be going to the point of a personal excuse, which is 
irrelevant e 

COMMISSIONER NAVE: Ure Nath, in this connection I also wish 
to say that I had along discussion with Dre &elekmonn curing a session of 


2 


this Comnission about two Gays agoe He was trying to say that if his 
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witness had gone to the Gestapo and asked whether it was true that the 

Jews were being exterminated in Auschwitz and received a negative answer, 
that showed that the whole of the orgmization to which his witness bo- 
longed did not know about it; or rather, to be absolutely fair, he implied 
that other people would not have knew about it or would nct have believed 
the rumors, and I struck cut that evidence altogether. But what I cic 
acmit was evidence which showed that the negative answer given by the 
Gestapo in another case, to inquiries as to whether atfocitics were r cally 
being carried cut, was retold to a very large number cf people by the wite 
ness himselfe Now while that cic not prove that the whole of the or;aniza- 
tion beli.ved in the answer cf the Gestapo and therefore did not know 


covi usly much more acmise- 


that the atrocities were taking place, it was 
ible than a mere statement that because "iA" asks "B" whit the truth is and 
received a negative answer that proves that the whole organization could 
not have known or bccn a dvised. 

DH. N.TH: is far as the witness treats of this question I shall 
witheraw the afficavit and it mi.ht be possible tc incluce this af 
in a general summary of about 8 affidavits at the end of the list. 

COMMISSIONER NEVE: Yes, but we have to craw a cefinite line 
between what an in^ivicual person heard from somebody else, anc what, 

no of your witnesses, was -onerally known to be the case, 

so that it would nt help your case if you were to procuce a larze number 
of afficavits, all -f whichcescribec purely incivicual incicents. That 
would not help at all. Sut what woul! help woul be if you could produce 
a witness who can tell us what in general was thoucht to be the case in 
his particular area cr organization an^, of c urse, if it is truc, that 
the answer he received from an individual when he ingvirec was circulated 
by hig in his district in the form of an instruction or or or, such as 
applied in Tr. selckmann's case, then th^t evidence woul” be admissible. 
Has the irosccuticn any comments on that? 

Mie BLRRINGTON: I agree with the Commissicncr. 

UR. NLTH: This affidavit also treats of other questions. 

COMMISSIONER NEAVEs In that case,Dre Nath, I think we should 
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BY DR, NATI; 

I should like to hovo the noxt -ffidcvit tronslctod in full 
for the followin, reason: Dur.ns tho interrorction of witnesses 
the 2rosocution ropoctodly subrittcd c JIccument 0139 frorn the 
Gau Organization Off cf tho Gau Colorno/ Lix-1- Chapelle of 
tho lst of Janucry 

COMMISSIONER NELAVE: We. & Rd ou h-vo » ipibunal 


Gocuri 


COLIZ.ISSIONZR MELVEN: out it is c loewmont 
suzuittol proviously to the Trimuncl, isn't it? 

Diy BAT: No. 1t ; - doswmiont of whi wo horo havo only 
a& cortifiod copy LY LEL of ri cpy is in Washinton. 

COLEI Si Pike Mase Vans nk I know which ono i : This 
docuzient has c Cermi C mmo ot « Iri^5un..l nuwter, 

.vo nct 

the last records 

COLAIISSIONZu MS! VE: think 
Woll, whet 


DH, NATH 


tho G-u Organization fr C iu D 5 “ix la Chepoelle, 


concorning instructions ccecrdin” wh =. BLO ers in thoir 
vlocks voro tc rather, unnoticed cnd socrotly, informction for 
their files, ond concornin; the kouschclc files. ike witness, 
who was ct that tino on the staff of tho Mroisloitor in Geu 
Colocno/Zix la Chapelle, can say 3i his own experience how 
fcr those instructions for tho files information sorvico wore 
ccrrioc out ond that no socrot and o>trusive information 
requests wore boing i210 io c lso mentions why c st-tonont of 
the politiccl cttitudo cf the pors ns vos to Do put on the file 
cards. 

COMMISSIONER WELVE: Well is thoro cnythine now in this? 
This subjoct Las beon covered provicus 


2 m.m 


Di, UAT: In my opinion this affidavit is very inportant 
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We have done that sort of thing in many cases, 
MAJOR iURRAY: s is otherwise admissible I would not object 
the lack of certification. 


COXISSIONLR NiAVS: Will you just tel us very briefly what is 


DR. NATH: This affidavit cives in 10 points a very good summary of 

1e Blockleiters in Berlin and emphasizes that the Blockleiters 

Zollonloiters who became members of the Party after 1933 were considered 
second-rate or second-grade by the others. 

CO iXSSLONZEZ WAVE: hink that uch. I think in view of the 
fact that ` objection by the p cu fact that it is not 
nronorly sorn and as there appears v | rood grounds for that not having been 
dono, that we will admit it. So that will bo Political Leaders Affidavit #12, 

MAJOR HURRAY: S to bo translated in full? 

COLISSIONER NEAYE: No, that part which was read wi part of the 


records 


Dresden who was such in 
om 1936 to 1945. This witness testifics about the duties of the 
Blociileiters and further says that Block and Zellenleiters did not consider 
thensclves as members of th ps of Political Leaders and that they 
this 9"rov? "i | courso 


affi 


affidavit represents the district of ony now in tho 


CQ iISSIONSR NuAVE yi I thin’: liajor iurray had better soo this, 
a letter to Dr. Servatius, fro: sden, and is not certifica, I thinl 
into the record. 
INTERPRETE ffidavit): eee.» but I should like to give 
in general, a little 
in licu of oath that these statements correspond to the 
truth. 


v. 


| meaning of a declaration made under oath, 


[D AVE: I think tho Cormission will reserve decision as 
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to whether they will admit this or not, 


NATH: 

next affidavit is a declaration of the Gau Organization Leader in Gau 
whose last official rank was that of an Oberbercichsleiter. 
fios concernine the »robative value of the Or anization Book o 
tho MSOAP which has becn repeatedly mentioned by the Prosecution. The witness 
bctucon the practice and the instructions of the organizati 
compiler of this book, Nauptamtsleiter Maynard who is the 

for tho orcanization book a man who organized out of the pure 
in orvanizine and who put dorm his tasks or his sphere of work 

far in advance of reality and fa or, 
“chasine after inaec The witness terms tho vicvooints 


or^anization book concernins the Block and Zellenleiter as 
NE 


rorateds Because of the importance of this I should like to 


cuncnt translated f This is tho last of the docuncnts I 


briofly how this witness shows 
that tho cmtcnts of tho Ora sion 3 were far trom reality as a result 
cho writer? I mean docs it s that the 
wrong? 
several parts, yes, especially as concerns the question 
;r Block and Zcllonleitcrs were HohoitstrHAcor in practice and mnecrning t. 
vork of tho Block and Zellenloit This witness was a ian who had 
iau or^anization loitor and therefore knew the 
orranization in practic 
COLISSIONZR NEAVE: Have you any comacnts on this, liajor iurray? 


Haven't other witnesses of the Leadership Corps 


NMEAVE: Substantially, I think they lavo, 
wv 2 


MAJOR LURRAY: I should think that would be much better evidence than 


efidovit, Therc socns to bo no necessity for translating this affidavit. 


Other persons have not been interrovated on this question. 


2522 
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There is just ono morc intcrrocation which has been written up and which also 
concerns itsclf with tho Orzanization Book =~ an affidavit by Hoydrich, 
COSISSICNER NEAVE: What happoned to Hoydrich's affi lav 
that beon submitted? 
I submitted it to tho General Secretary's Office 
be translated; the translation has boon approved. 
COLIISSIONER NAVE: So that is soins to bc submitted bcfore the 


ion later on, is it? 


Well what arc you roine to do with it? 
been accosted and submitted to tho Couniss ion. 
introduced it durine tho interroratic: of the 
COMMISSIONER N AVE: h yes c lon!'t sco much purposc in 
translating all thi 4 t say anythine noy all. 
ployed within 
in practico and rivos 
introduction of the hovsel old files which voro 


It rivos, I nicht sav, a 7onorol survey fron his 


It is 
rvoy but then no D hese .^fidavits arc very £onoral survoys, 
point that is made that author of tho orranization book 
Tho had not much rorard for reality and the ¢ I would like to 
whethor it should bo fully translated. 
his man also shir; r how the conditions wore in 
reality, from his om exporionco, ond compares these to the Orranization Book 
and I an therefore of tho opinion that the document is relevant and of 
importance, 
COLISSIONER NEAVE: I Will bear in mind what you say before making 
a final decision, What we will do is admit the Aff idavit as Corps of Political 
Leaders i13; tho oxtract which you hevo read will rouain in the record; and 


the Corzüssion will decide whether it hould bo fully translated or not. 
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We haven't rot much more time. - Are thoro any more affidavits we can doal 
with this evening? 

DR. NATH: I should like to have two more affidavits read into the 
record and then swimarize the rest as a vhole and ask you to accept those 
affidavits as a rroup. 

COLZISSIONER NEAVE: How lone will the to bo? 

Di, NATH: The two I am coins to road aro very short. 


COISSIONZR NEAVE: All risht, we vill continuc. 


: ; : n 
The next affidavit is made by an Ortsrruppenleiter concernine Block and 
This man is a lower rrade judsc in Parsberc. This witness 


13 points of the tasks of tho Block and Zelleniciter. 


the Organization Book and says that the Block Leiter 


have no objection to 
soc that it is bringing up anytiinc now. It nay bo 
c which has beenzeceived here, frun 2 diffont 
H: The difference is 1 Up to now I have only submitted 
affidavits that Block and 4 cnleite:s thonsclvcs have made This evidence 
is made by a superior of Block and Zollonloitors — by an Ortscrupponloitor. 
SSIONER NEAYE: Yes but evon if ho is an Ortscrupponloitcr, 
which I havo already noticc d, coesn't say anything difforont fron the others, 
DE. NATH: If the Defense succeeds in riving a uniform 
the Block and Zollenloitors, thon I belicve that our task has 
COLZIISSI NER NE : I quito acree but the point is, what passares 
arc to bo considered relevant and romain in the record. You aro not beins 


^ 


denied tho rizht to quoto evidence fro: : different parts of Germany to build up 
the picture you suere 

DE. NATH: Not a picture that I should like to make but that is formed 
of itself, fron facts. I have alreacy mentioned the contents of this document. 
The witness denies that the Block and Zcllonloitor had Soverciren powers and he 


also rejects the charre of thc prosecution of the conspira Cye 


COITIISSIONER NEAVE: Whero is tho reference to conspiracy? I didn't 


2021. 
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Soc that, 
Di, NATH: Right at tho berinning. 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Is that pararraph 8 of the original? 
Re NATH: Yes, at tho top of page 3. Also parazraphs 9 and 10, 
COLELIISSIONER NEAY All paro raph 8 says is "I did not know anything 
piracy in the sense that is used in the indictment," 
DR. HATH: At the bottom of pare 2 ho says "But I do not only ! 
express hyself nesatively" and in parac:aphs 9 and 10 he vivos positive 


information. 


, 
COLTIISSIONER NEAVE: Woll do you want to read ing. norce 
DR, NATH: I} it is sufticient if I characterized the tasks 
f the Block and Zellenleit om the point of an Ortsgruobenlcitcr in this 
documcnt, 
NEAVE: Major iiJrray have you any objection 
any further. The onl: thine 
hisher officia 
MAJOR MURRAY: I have no objectis 
CO; ISSIONZR NEAVE: That will bo Corps of Political 


ante 
eL 


man was Kreisleiter from 1927 to 


ane m 


een and thon in Esslineen an Necka This witness 
3stifios concerning Block and Zellonloitor from the vic point of a ircisleiter 

and depicts conditions in his om Kreis. He says that it was difficult for 
the Ortseruppenleiter to got the number of men required fa these 

that the Block and Zellenleiter ha 

responsibility or duty towards other people. 

Organization Book did not correspond to roality a 


position of the Block and Zollenleiter that had a g time previously grown up 
JL. 


strengthened itself. | Said that they were assistants and servants for 


all tasks concerning thomselves vith popt tion or peoples! wolfarc and that they 


We 


were the burden bearers of party organization, The houschold files introduced 


wo 
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by the Organization Office had become very quickly a dead stationery shop 


which was valucless and was not used, The Kreisleiter testifics that the 
activities of his B 1 nleiters had no criminal characteristics and 
explains 


COIIISSIONSR WEAVE: I don't think wo need to hear any more, 


— OR 


will bo Corps of Political Leaders Affidavit 


BY DR. NATH: 
Now in summarizing I should like 
from different parts of Germany and which are di wuished from one another 
concernins the relationships in the cities and the flat country. 
COilSSIONER NEAVE: They all relate to the functions 
ZellenLeiter? 


The contents of these 


ready summarized, 


b object, 
Dr. Nath should simp; ad the nanes end titles strairsht into the record, 
nunberinz then 
LA JCR. 
BY DR. NATH: 
tovm in Northweste Germany, Nordenham in 
Oldonburz, The witness, Arncld von Atons, was a Zcllonloitor durins tho war. 
Toe 17 -— Affidavit of a witnoss Ernst Riescbicter, B 
Blockleiter from 1943 one 
COLLISSIONZR NGAVE: We will admit Affidavit No. 17 althouch it has 
not been oroporly sworn. 
The next affidavit is given by Heinrich Knoke of Bremen, who was 
Blockiciter and Zellenleiter in Bremen, 193); to 1939, 


That will be No, 18, 
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The next affidavit was given by i:ofessor Heinrich Waltz of Hanburze 
Professor ‘altz was Blockleiter in Hamburg from 193) to 1938 and Zellenleiter 
from 1938 to 1939, 


He did not sive evidence before the Commission, 


Re NATH: No, I withdrew my witness, 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: That vill be No, 

t is by a witness who was Blockleiter in Berlin from the 
beriming of the war in 1939 to the end of 1913 H name is Arthur Schoene anc 
at present a resident of Gairoreck Joper Bavaria, 

The next affidavit I should like t mit is fron Eisenach, Thurinri-. 
nor Bechstein was B eiter from 1936 to 193 with just a short interr:ptio 
he interment camp cf Hannol! our The 
officer in charse of the internment Cari 
his sirnature certifiod by an alliod officer and tho namne 
contained in the list, 
COMMISSIONER NEAVE: Yes. iat will be No. 21. 


Sib’ el, resident in 


The next affidav S fron Orts-ruppenle Heinrich 
Seppenrade, Westphalia. Ho rivos testimony concerning the tasks of Block and 
Zcllenleiters as an Ortsc ippenlciteor. 


COLIISSIONZR NAVE: That is No. 22 


^. ce. 


The last affidavit is riven by Ferdinand Rose of Mainz, Blockleiter fron 


1942 on, who also tives testimony concornin- the tasks and posit s of the 
Block and Zellenleitor, 
COLLISSIONEZR NTAVE: That will be Nos 23, 
empletes the list. 


GONLISS NIT Im 1 


Ae ttOOLONU Waves Wasn't one of tho a idavits withdroam for some 


NATH: That was No. 23 | aich I ha nitted with the croup of 


CO.HISSIONER NEAVE: Will J^ be introducing any more on behalf of 


Block and Zellenleiter? 
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DR. NATH: Noe 


COLLIISSIONZR NEAVE: Tomorroy mornins the Commission will continue 


with SS affidavits. 


(The Commission adjourned ur^il 17 July at 1000 hours.) 


Ihe forezoinz is a true and correct transcript of the submission of 


affidavits for the í s of Political Leaders submitted by Dre Nath on 16 July 


1916. 
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